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I examine the system of bourgeois economics in the following 
order: capital, landed property, wage labour ; state, foreign trade, 
world win lid. Under the first three headings, I investigate the 
economic conditions of life of the three great classes into which 
modern bourgeois society is divided; the interconnection of the 
three other headings is obvious at a glance. The first section of the 
first book, which deals with capital, consists of the following; 
chapters: 1. Commodities; 2. Money, or simple circulation; 3, Capi¬ 
tal in general. The first two chapters form the contents of the 
present part. The total material lies before me in the form of 
monographs, which were written at widely separated periods, foi 
sclf-clai iliration, not for publication, and whose coherent elabora¬ 
tion according to the plan indicated will be dependent on external 

circumstances. , 

1 am omitting a general introduction* 1 * which I had jotted down 
because on closer reflection any anticipation of results still to be 
proved appears to me to be disturbing, and the reader who on the 
whole desires to follow me must he resolved to ascend from the 
particular to the general. A few indications concerning the course 
of my .own politico-economic studies may, on the other hand, appear 

in place here. _ 

I was taking up law, which discipline, however, I only pursued 
as a subordinate subject along with philosophy and history. In 
the year 1812-43, as editor of the lihcmische Zeitung, iij I ex¬ 
perienced for the first lime the embarrassment of having to take 
part in discussions on so-called material interests. The proceed¬ 
ings of the Rhenish Landtag on thefts of wood and parcelling or 
landed property, the official polemic which Herr von Schapcr, 
then Oberpriisideni of the Rhine Province, opened against the 
Rhcinische Zeitung on the-conditions of the Moselle peasantry, and 
finally debates on free trade and protective, tariffs provided the first 
occasions Tor occupying tuysclf with economic qucitionSt On the other 
hand* M ilval time when the good will "to go further" greatly out¬ 
weighed knowledge of the subject* a philosophically weakly tinged 
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echo of French socu-.ism and communism made itself audible in the 
Rhcinische Zeitung. I declared myself against this amateurism, but 
frankly confessed at the same time in a controversy with the Allge- 
m eine Augsburger Zeitung m that my previous studies did not permit 
me even to venture any judgement on the content of the French 
tendencies. Instead, I eagerly seized on the illusion of the managers 
of the Jllmnische Zeitung, who thought that by a weaker attitude on 
the part of the paper they could secure a remission of the death 
sentence passed upon it, to withdraw from the public stage into the 

Sl *Thc first work which I undertook for a solution of the doubts 
which assailed me was a critical review of the Hegelian philos¬ 
ophy of right,* a work the introduction 11 * to which appeared in 1844 
in the Deulsch-Franzbsische Jahrbuchcr, ni published in Paris. My 
investigation led to the result that legal relations as well as forms 
of state arc to be grasped neither from themselves nor from the 
so-called general development of the human mind, but ratber have 
their roots in the material conditions of life, the sum total of 

which Hegel, following the example of the Englishmen and 

Frenchmen of the eighteenth century, combines under the name 

of “civil society/’ that, however, the anatomy of civil society is to 
be sought in political economy. The investigation of the latter, 
which 1 began in Paris, 1 continued in Brussels, whither 1 had 
emigrated in consequence of an expulsion order of M, Guizot. The 
general result at which 1 arrived and which, once won, served 
ns a g uidjflc thread for my studies, can he briefly formulated as_ 
f " ~ vi:yi n the social production of their life, men enter into def- j 
umc relations that arc indispensable and independent of their j 

will, relations of production which correspond to a definite stage 
of development of their material productive forces. The sum total 
of these relations of production constitutes the economic structure 
of society, the real foundation, on which rises a legal and political 
superstructure and to which correspond definite forms of social 
consciousness. The mode of production of material life conditions 
the social, political and intellectual life process in general. It is 
not the consciousness of men that determines their being, but, on | 
the contrary, their social being that determines their conscious- t 
ness. At a certain stage of their development, the material pro- < 
ductivc forces of society come in conflict with the existing rela¬ 
tions of production, or—what is but a legal expression for the 
same thing—with the property relations within which they have 
been at work hitherto. From forms of development of the produc- 
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live forces these relations turn into their fetters. Then begins an 
I epoch of social revolution. With the change of the economic foun- 
I dalion the entire immense superstructure is more or less rapidly 
j transformed. In considering such transformations a distinction 
; should always be made between the material transformation of the 
economic conditions of production, which can he determined with 
the precision of natural science, and the legal, political, religious, 
aesthetic or philosophic—in short, ideological forms in which men 
become conscious of this conllict and fight it out. just as our 
opinion of an individual is not based on what he thinks of him¬ 
self, so can we not judge of such a period of transformation by 
its own consciousness; on the contrary, Ibis consciousness must 
be explained rather from the contradictious of material life, from 
the existing conflict between the social productive forces and the 
relations of production. No social order ever perishes before all 
the productive forces for which there is room in it have devel¬ 
oped; and new, higher relations of production never appear before 
, ^ 1(; material conditions of their existence have matured in the 

; womb of the old society itself. Therefore mankind always sets it- 

■ * self only such tasks as it can solve; since, looking at the matter 

' : more closely, it will always be found that the task itself arises 

; only when the material conditions for its solution already exist 

or are at least in the process of formation. In broad outlines 
Asiatic, ancient, feudal, and modern bourgeois modes of produc- 
i ^* 011 designated as progressive epochs in the economic 

formation of society. The bourgeois relations of production arc 
the last antagonistic form of the social process of production- 
antagonistic not in the sense of individual antagonism, but of 
one arising from the social conditions of life of the individuals; 
at (he same time the productive forces developing in the womb of 
bourgeois society create tbc material conditions for the solution 
of that antagonism. 1 his social formation brings, therefore, the 
t - pr ehistory of human society to a close. 

I'redcrick Engels, with whom, since the appearance of his brit- 
j liant sketch on the criticism of the economic categories* (in the 

Dcutsch-Franzosische Jahrbiicher), I maintained a constant cx- 
: change of ideas by correspondence, had by another road (com¬ 

pare his 7 he Condition oj the Working Class in England in 1844) 
arrived at the same result as I, and when in the spring of 1815 
, he also settled in Brussels, we resolved to work out in common 

the opposition of our view to (lie ideological view of German 
philosophy, in fact, to settle accounts with our erstwhile philosoph¬ 
ical conscience. The resolve was carried out in the form of a crit- 


1’. _ Engels Outlines of a Critique o/ Political Economy (see K. Marx, 
economic and Uiilotophic Manuscripts oj ISM, Moscow, 1559, pp. 175-209). —Ed, 



I 


PREPACE TO 7 IIE CniTIQIIE OF POLITICAL ECONOMY 


183 


ici5!ii of post-Hegelian philosophy.* The manuscript, two large 
octavo volumes, had long reached its place of publication in 
Westphalia when we received the news that altered circum¬ 
stances did not allow of its being printed. We abandoned the 
manuscript to the gnawing criticism of the mice all the more 
willingly as we had achieved our main purpose—self-clarification. 
Of the scattered works in which we put our views before the pub¬ 
lic at that lime, now from one aspect, now from another, I will 
mention only the Manifesto of the Communist Early** jointly writ¬ 
ten bv Engels and myself, and Discoitrs sitr le libre echangc pub¬ 
lished by me. The decisive points of our view were first scientif¬ 
ically, although only polemically, indicated in my work published 
in 1847 and directed against Proudhon: Misere dc la Philosophic, 
etc. A dissertation written in German on Wage Labour*** in 
which I put together my lectures on this subject delivered in the 
Brussels German Workers’ Society, 28 was interrupted, while being 
printed, by the February Revolution'* and my consequent forcible 
removal from Belgium. 

Tbe editing of the Neue Rhcimsche Zeitung 22 in ISIS and 1849. 
and the subsequent events, interrupted my economic studies which 
could only be resumed in the year 1850 in Loudon. The enormous 
material for the history of political economy which is accumulated 
in the British Museum, the favourable vantage point afforded by 
London for the observation of bourgeois society, and finally the 
new stage of development upon which the latter appeared to have 
entered with the discovery of gold in California and Australia, 
determined me to begin afresh from the very beginning and to 
work through the new material critically. These studies led partly 
of themselves into apparently quite remote subjects on which I 
had to dwell for a shorter or longer period. Especially, however, 
was tlic time at^my disposal curtailed by the imperative necessity of 
earning my living. My contributions, during eight years now, to 
the first English-Aincrican newspaper, the New York Tribune, 1 ™ 
compelled, an extraordinary scattering of iny studies, since I occupy 
myself with newspaper correspondence proper only in exceptional 
eases, However, articles on striking economic events in England and 
on the Continent constituted so considerable a part of my contribu¬ 
tions^ that J was compelled to make myself familiar with practical 
details which lie outside the sphere of the actual science of political 
economy. 

This sketch of the course of my studies in the sphere of polit¬ 
ical economy is intended only to show that my views, however they 
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may be judged and however little they coincide witlv .ac inter¬ 
ested prejudices of (lie rilling classes, arc lire result of conscien¬ 
tious investigation lasting many years. But at the entrance to 
science, as at the entrance to ficll, the demand must be posted: 

Qui si comnVri las dare ogwf sosjtcUo; 

Ogni td/fd coiivicn cite qui iia mortal 


Karl Marx 


London, January 1SS9 
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* Here all mistrust must be abandoned 

And here must perish cvcrv craven thought 
(Dilute, 7 he Divine Comedy]—lid. 
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